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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovaticn, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers!
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (“encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commissicn recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright helder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Fischer

5628 Ferry St
Vermilion, OH 4408%-1004
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,”™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into theilr own
set-top boxes, remains gocd policy today.

Now ten years after tThe Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will alsc help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance cf allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CabkleCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limlting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mrs. Alexa Laythe

32 Beechwood Rd
Jeffersonville, IN 47130-5453
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains geood policy today.

Now ten vyears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encough on cempetitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban” will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits {(“encoding rules") in

docket no, 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Andi Raicu

str Frasinului 11
Pitesti, None 110396
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I support the cable companies' right to encrypt their TV signal and
have it decrypted on site for their paying customers. However, the

whole peint of cablecard is to provide custemers choice in how that
signal is decrypted. Some customers don't want to have a cable box.
Others want to use a particular brand of cable box. Others, like me,
want to be able to watch TV con thelr computers. These are called home
theatre PCs. The problem with putting cable companies in charge of the
cablecard standard is that they don't want it to be successful and
they don't want to provide choice to consumers like me.

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,”™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban"™ will alsc help

market competition prevent further restrictions con cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 87-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictlons
will get even worse i1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. John Poirier

501 Saint Paul St Apt o601
Baltimore, MD 21202-2274
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you Lo refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 19%¢, cable
companlies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket ne. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consunmers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder’'s wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers weculd have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescrikes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even wecrse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CEFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Michael Plumlee

25486 Coral Wood St
Lake Forest, CA 92630-5322

No. uf Copies rec"a‘__@__

ListABCDE




Ul 13 2006

Federal Gommunications Commigsion

Qct 25, 2006 ofthe Y

MET WH T (1 (i i
FCC PUbllC COlTlmentS mc’(tl FELL () :)( U'ai;“,“l';‘.;\‘k
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse regquests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect reguires cable companies to integrate CakleCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1998, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no., 97-80, the Commissicon recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's cor copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
availlable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restricticns
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Mr. Siva Darivemula

1708 Penistone St
Birmingham, MI 48009-7214
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